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which had been cut out of the box was also forwarded to the FBI and 
Latona identified it os Oswald’s right palmprint. 224 In Latona’s opin- 
ion “not too long” a time had elapsed between the time that the print 
was placed on the carton and the time that it had been developed by 
the Dallas police. 231 Although Bureau experiments had shown that 
24 hours was a likely maximum time, Latona stated that he could only 
testify with certainty that the print was less than 3 days old.”* 

The print, therefore, could have been placed on the carton at any 
^time within this period. The freshness of this print could be esti- 
mated only because the Dallas police developed it through the use of 
powder. Since cartons absorb perspiration, powder can success- 
fully develop a print on such material 227 only within a limited time. 
When the FBI in Washington received the cartons, the remaining 
prints, including Oswald’s on the Rolling Readers carton, were de- 
veloped by chemical processes. The freshness of prints developed in 
this manner 2M cannot be estimated, so no conclusions can be drawn 
as to whether these remaining prints preceded or followed the print 
developed in Dallas by powder. Most of the prints were found to 
have been placed on the cartons by an FBI clerk and a Dallas police 
officer after the cartons had been processed with powder by the Dal- 
las Police. 22 * (See ch. VI, p. 249; app. X, p. 566.) 

In his independent investigation, Arthur Man della of the New York 
City Police Department reached the same conclusion as Latona that the 
prints found on the cartons were those of Lee Harvey Oswald. 22 * In 
addition, Mandella was of the opinion that the print taken from the 
carton on the door was probably made within a day or a day and a half 
of the examination on November 22.“° Moreover, another expert with 
the FBI, Ronald G. Wittmus, conducted a separate examination and 
also agreed with Latona that the prints were Oswald’s” 1 
In evaluating the significance of these fingerprint and palmprint 
identifications, the Commission considered the possibility that Oswald 
handled these cartons as part of his normal duties. Since other 
identifiable prints were developed on the cartons, the Commission 
requested that they be compared with the prints of the 12 warehouse 
employees who, like Oswald, might have handled the cartons. They 
were also compared with the prints of those law enforcement officials 
who might have handled the cartons. The results of this investigation 
are fully discussed in chapter VT, page 249. Although a person could 
handle a carton and not leave identifiable prints, none of these em- 
ployees except Oswald left identifiable prints on the cartons. 2 ” This 
finding, in addition to the freshness of one of the prints and the pres- 
ence of Oswald’s prints on two of the four cartons and the paper bag 
led the Commission to attach some probative value to the fingerprint 
and palmprint identifications in reaching the conclusion that Oswald 
was at the window from which the shots were fired, although the 
prints do not establish the exact time he was there. 
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The arrangement of the three boxes in the window and the one 
on which the assassin may have sat has been described previously. 31 
Two of these four boxes, weighing approximately 55 pounds each, had 
been moved by the floor-laying crew from the west side of the floor to 
the area near the southwest corner. 3 * The carton on which the assassin 
may have sat might not even have been moved by the assassin at all. 
A photograph of the scene depicts this carton on the floor alongside 
other similar cartons. (See Commission Exhibit No. 1301, p. 138.) 
Oswald s right palmprint on this carton may have been placed there 
as he was sitting on the carton rather than while carrying it.. In any 
event both of these 55-pound cartons could have been carried by one 
man. The remaining two cartons contained light block-like readingr 
aids called “Rolling Readers” weighing only about 8 pounds each. 3 * 
Although they had been moved approximately 40 feet 40 from their 
normal locations at the southeast corner window, it would appear that 
one man could have done this in a matter of seconds. 

In considering the possibility of accomplices at the window, the 
Commission evaluated the significance of the presence of fingerprints 
" pther than Oswald's on the four cartons found in and near the win- 
dow. Three of Oswald's prints were developed on two of the car- 
tons.* 1 In addition a total of 25 identifiable prints were found on 
the 4 cartons. 43 Moreover, prints were developed which were con- 
sidered as not identifiable, i.e., the quality of the print was too frag- 
mentary to be of value for identification purposes. 4 * 

As has been explained in chapter IV, the Commission determined 
that none of the warehouse employees who might have customarily 
handled these cartons left prints which could be identified. 44 This 
was considered of some probative value in determining whether Os- 
wald moved the cartons to the window. All but 1 of the 25 definitely 
identifiable prints were the prints of 2 persons— an FBI employee and 
a member of the Dallas Police Department who had handled the 
cartons during the course of the investigation. 4 * One identifiable 
palmprint was not identified. 4 * 

presence on these cartons of unidentified prints, whether or not 
identifiable, does not appear to be unusual since these cartons con- 
tained commercial products which had been handled by many people 
throughout the normal course of manufacturing, warehousing, and 
shipping. Unlike other items of evidence such as, for example, a ran- 
som note in a kidnaping, these cartons could contain the prints of 
many people having nothing to do with the assassination. Moreover, 
the FBI does not maintain a filing system for palm prints because, 
according to the supervisor of the Bureau’s latent fingerprint section, 
Sebastian F. Latona, the problems of classification make such a system 
impracticable.*’ Finally, in considering the significance of the uniden- 
tified prints, the Commission gave weight to the opinion of Latona to 
the effect that people could handle these cartons without leaving prints 
which were capable of being developed. 4 * 

Though the fingerprints other than Oswald’s on the boxes thus 
provide no indication of the presence of an accomplice at the win- 
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